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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is in response to applicant's amendment filed October 1 8, 
2006. Claims 1-15, 41-51, and 58-72 are currently pending in this claim. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-64 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 1-15, 41-51 , and 58-72 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. The claims are replete with 
broad, indefinite language. 

Regarding claims 1, 41, 58, and 61 - 
"adapted to receive" rather than "receiving" 
"adapted to display" rather than "displaying" 
"input area" rather than "handwritten input area". 

"simultaneously" without explanation of whether the said windows are congruent, or 
outside each other, or of what is meant by simultaneous. 

For the reasons cited above, independent claims 1, 41, 58 and 61 and their dependent 
claims are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-15, 41-51, and 58-72 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Montague et al (US 5,504,589). 

7. Regarding claim 1 - 

Montague discloses a user interface for receiving an order (e.g. abs, col 1 In 40-45) 
comprising: (a) an input area adapted to receive handwritten input indicating an item to 
add to the order (e.g. col 1 In 65-67); (b) a selection window adapted to display items 
corresponding to the handwritten input (e.g. fig. 5, col 5 In 1-10); and (c) an order 
window adapted to display selected items, as the order (e.g. col 5 In 5-10, col 6 In 20- 
25). 

8. Montague does not use the same terminology as the instant application, referring 
to an "input screen" rather than a "user interface". Such differences in terminology do 
not, however confer patentability, as it would be obvious to the practitioner of ordinary 
skill in the art to adapt Montague to the terminology in the instant application. 

9. Regarding claim 1 1 - 

Montague discloses a user interface of claim 1 , wherein the input area is further 
adapted to receive a second handwritten input indicating a modifier associated with a 
selected item, wherein the selection window is further adapted to display modifiers 
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corresponding to the second handwritten input, and wherein the order window is further 
adapted to display selected modifiers in the order (e.g. fig. 5 col 8 In 32-39). 

1 0. Regarding claim 1 2 - 

Montague discloses a user interface of claim 1 1 , wherein the selection window is further 
adapted to receive a selection of a modifier from the displayed modifiers, wherein the 
selection is a touch of the modifier listed in the displayed modifiers (e.g. col 4 In 6-9, col 
8 In 32-39). 

1 1 . Regarding claim 13- 

Montague discloses a user interface of claim 1 1 , wherein the input area is adapted to 
recognize an abbreviation of the modifier as the second handwritten input (e.g. col 5 In 
1-10). 

12. Regarding claim 14 - 

Montague discloses a user interface of claim 111, wherein the user interface further 
comprises a toggle button adapted to configure the input area to receive a handwritten 
input as one of an item and a modifier, (e.g. col 6 In 3-10, where F2 is used as a toggle 
button). 

1 3. Regarding claim 1 5 - 

Montague does not specifically discloses a user interface of claim 1 1 , wherein the user 
interface is adapted to require a user to choose a modifier after the user interface 
receives a selected item, however the various adaptations referenced in Montague 
make this a possible embodiment, see, e.g. col 4 In 1-9, col 4 In 49-61 , col 5 In 1-10, fig. 
5, etc.). 



Application/Control Number: 10/068,887 Page 5 

Art Unit: 3621 

14. Claims 41-51 , and 58-72 and 61 are rejected under the same criteria as above. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

1 5. Claims 1,41, 58, and 61 would be allowable if rewritten or amended to 
overcome the rejection(s) under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office 
action. If the said 112 rejections are overcome in both independent and dependent 
claims the 103 rejections will also likely be overcome. 

1 6. Examiner's note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in 
the references as applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. 
Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings in the art and are 
applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures 
may be applied as well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant, in preparing the 
responses, to fully consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part 
of the claimed invention as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art 
or disclosed by the examiner. 

Conclusion 

1 7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

18. Olewicz et al (US 6,973,437) disclose a computer integrated communication 
system for restaurants. 

1 9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Cristina Owen Sherr whose telephone number is 571- 



Application/Control Number: 10/068,887 



Page 6 



Art Unit: 3621 

272- 671 1 . The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-5:00 Monday through 
Friday. 

20. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew J. Fischer can be reached on 571-272-6779. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 

21 . Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Cristina Owen Sherr 
Patent Examiner, Au 3621 
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